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This Clauſe, ſays the Hiflorien, . being draws 


up 


Paran appeared ſome Time ago 


for repealing the Sacramental T, 
41 the Rivolution. 

This Title is artful and fit to 
7D deceive: . One would think by it, 

that the ng of Lords of —— were for this 

Repeal, and gave their Reaſons in ſome Confe- 
rence with the Commons in the ſame maner 
that they debated the Affair of the Abdication. / 
Ik this paſſes, tis well: And then the Diſſen- 
ters here have the Credit of ſo great an Autho- 


rity in favoar of their preſent Deſigns. | But If 


the Art be obſerved and objected to, there is an 
Anſwer ready. We did not mean this: The 
mort Pretace to the Reaſons ſhews, that we did 
not, We ſay wn that is wes propoſed to bring 
in « Bill to repeal the Teſt Act, for which Repeal 
ſeveral Lords offered the following Reaſons. / 
| ſhould allow this Anſwer to be a falt one, if 
the FaR were even here truly repreſented. . But 
- FAnce tis quite otherwiſe, I can't but ſuſpect Art 
and Contrivance in the whole. "Is 
The. Truths is, theſe are the Reaſans only of 
fox Lords, and hey were given by thets fix Lords; 
not when the Repeal of the T 
Conſideration, but —— — - Repeal — 8 
.vain attempted, another Efpedient was pro 
for the Ake e Pevreſtane Difſenters. | 
" To prove this, 1 ſhall ſet down the Account 
of this whole Matter given by the Hiftorian trom 
whom the Reaſons are verbatim tranſcribed. 


Kennst Collect. v. 3. p 653. | | 
_ - When the Bill 2 the Oaths of Supre- * 
| , &c. wis under Confidera- - 


and Albi 

tion in the Houſe of Lords of England, a Clauſe 
vas 1 4% take away the N 
ing the Sacrament to make 4 Man ca 


jag ay M Empleyment or Plc 


with this Title, 1 Lords Reaſons 


Sant, was 4 greater 


Act wis under 


of receiv- 
„ 


and reportod to the Houſe, was reefhed by a great . 


Majority, who thought it nocef 
Government in the Hand: of t 71 


National Church and Roligi 
proteſted ateinſt limiting 
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Ty ; the Lord Nelamere, Stamford, North 


Grey, Cheſterfield, Wharton, Lovelace 

Vaughan, who, en March 21. ed for the 

Reaſons: ist. That an Union among 15 
wy to the Church and 


State, than any Toft that c 
an Obligation to rective the Sacrament in 
Churches, was ngw Te on the Proteflants, rather 
than on the Papi; and as long as it was ſo. com- 
tinued, there could not be that hearty and per 
Union among Proteflants, as had always been wiſhe 
and was at this Time indiſdenfibly neceſſary. 4 
laſtly, that 4 owe Caution ought not to be re- 
quired ſrom ſuch a1 were admitted into Offices, than 
from the r the two Houle of Parliament, 
4 were not te receive the Sacrament, to 
enable them to ſit in either Houſe, As 
When, the Court had le this Point, they made 
another Attempt in favour of the moedirate Diſſenters, 
which wat, by inſarting 4 Clauſe in the [aid Bill to 
prevent 20. ym ger boy Sacrament of the Lord's. 
Supper, upon atly other Account thin in Obgdi- 
ence o the Holy Inftittition thereof: And; . 
That ay Man ſhould be fafficiently qua- 
fied for any Office, Employment, or Place of 
Truft, who within a Year before or aſter his Ad- 
t{fion or Entrance thereinto, did receive ths 
Sacrament 
to the Uſage of the Church of England, or I u- 
ny other Proteſſant Congregation, and could pro» 
duce a Certificate ynder the Hands of the Mini- 


* © * 1 


— 


that ef the 


be invented, 1d, 


F the Lird's Supper, either according | 


„ Beitbid 


fr theſe ons. 


Strength, to be applied to the former, 


Lr 
daot, Monts 


The Reaſons follow in the very Words in which 
they are printed in that Paper; ! that the laſt 
Sentence i dropp'd, which would have diſco- 
vor the Art of the whole + "Tis theſe Words, 
tf it be wrged fill a4 an Toft 16 diſcover | 
hoop on. 2 1 thi taking the Sacrament in the 


Prot in, whore they arcs Members 
457 un, bo at loaf as e the ' 
Tu es 


and to oblerve further, with how little Candor 
thoſe Reaſons are ſaid in the lait Paragraph to 
have been given in « former one. 

| make no RefieQiong on this Management. 
Let every Man judge for himſelf, how'fit it ts to 
fuppon their Cauſe, who defire to repreſent them- 
lelven as having Conſcignce; truely . 

But as the Dein Gt that Paper js to make uſe 
of the great Authority of The Lordi in favour of 
6 Repeal of the Sacramental Teft, ſo my preſent 
Deſign is to by 7 7230 — hw pp „ that 
of Gra A. of Scotland age . 

Ine nter under Deliberstion was not indeed 
the al of a Sacramenral Teft, but the grant- 
* oleration. e Reaſons given in the 

Caſe ate very obviouſly, and with more 


Tue following Account of them is givet 1 . 
hate Hiſtory of the Life and Reign of Queen 4. 
On the firfl of June, An AR for a Toleration to 
all Proteftants.in-the Exerciſe of Religious Wor- 
ſhip, profeurcd by the Bark of Sthathmore, being read, 
4 Kproſentation wa! it, in the Name 
and at the Appointment of the bats General Aſſembly, 


daperting in Subflance, That there could not 
cop 


4 
"Ground to deſire ov grant 4 Toleration 10 thoſe of the 


| us 
e 
wann Conſtionce ageinfl 


joint Communication. 

Ther in Scotland 0% People had no Seruple in their 
1 agaiuf} Communion and Mor ſbip with the 
ee upon 024 divided by Preis 
„ ed rela- 
Miner This D e in Opinion about 
Church Government is net 4 ſufficient Rea ſon for 
Soparation in Wor That 10 = 4 Toleration 
1% that Party, bn the prefant Cir cumſlamces of the 
Church and State, muſh unaveidably ſhake the Foun- 
dation of their preſent Confliiution, overthrow 
thoſe Law: won was ſathed; neudleſrly 
that Prate and Tranquility, which the Ne- 

flow had mnjoy'd ſince the late Relvolntion; _— 
the Mind: of ber Majeſty's beſt Subjetlr, increaſe A> 
nimoſitin, Confuſions, Diſcord and Twmult: ; ener- 
vue Diſcipline, open 4 Door 1 Vite, and other 
Krrore, and bring the Nation inte the ſamn, or worſe 
At and Miſchigft from which it had been mer- 
4 bernd. Concluding, in ſhort they were 


> x 
, 


"and leave the reſt to every Readers Refle tion. 
to ſce why this Clauſe was dropp d. . 
' Now jt the Words Ne Pratence be taken flridily 


Toletstion. But the Argument again their be- 


- oblerye_ the Conſequences | Let derious ,-— * 
Man then, who is a Member of our Eflubliſhed . 


-whoſe Princi 


.Employments, but thoſe w 


Wd, that to ena s Tuleration forvhoſe 

— n God of his ite Mergy as 

0 to ESTABLISH Ia by 4 

and would bring upon the Prumiiers there- 

of, and their Fawihes, the dreadtul Guilt ot all 

thoſe Sins and pernicious Effects hat might eu- 
ſue thereupon. 


, of the Liſe and Kiien s 
Ann, Fol. p. pl de- 3 


7. * 3 
This Paſſage turnifhes Qecafion for many Re- 
works, | only make two very ſhou once, 


18. The Aflembly affirms, that chore was weyer 
envy Nation 4 Toleration allowed where thre was 


o Fretence of Conſcience againſt joyns Communion. 


and univerſally, the Argument is not to the Pur- 
poſe for which it was urged: Beeauſe thoſe of 
the Epiſcopal Perfwafipn in Scortand, always my 
fome Pretence of Conſcience, whether good o 
bad, againſt joyyt Communion, But it by xs 
Fremme be meant no —— Pretente, pray what | 
00d Pretence of Conleience have the Proteſtant | 
Iſſen hes of irland againſt Joynt Communion | 
with the Eflabliſhed Church ? 1 won't argue trom 
hence in the ſame Manner that the General At 
ſembly do, Therefore they have no Right to a 


ing —＋ into Plates ol Truſt and Power in 
Stars.4s eng. and heretic be got . 
14. The other Remark | make 1s this; The _ — - 

Aſﬀembly ſays, that 10 enat? # Toleration ſor theſs 
of the Epiſcopal Way, would be to ExTantioan Ini 
QvirY vr a Law, ec, Why? It muſt be either 
becayſe all Toleration of thuſe of a di(Ferent Per- 
ſwafion in Religion is #fabliſbing Iquity by 4 
Law; or be there is tomething harticularly 
in in the Conſtitution of the Epiſcopat 
Church in Scorland. Take ir either Way, and 


Church, conſider whether thoſe Diſſenters, who 
either hold the general Principle, or have io bad 


an Opinion of an Epiſcopal Church, Gould have 


® Door opened for them to come into greater 


Power and Influence in the Stute. If it be aid, 


that the Diſſenters of Ireland ought not to be 
charged with the Principles of Sceeh Pregbyte- 
rians, I anſwer, 1f, They ate their Brethren, 
they haye never publickly dif- 
None are at preſent excluded from 
really hold the lat 
ter of theſe Principles, and very probably the for- 
mer: Whoever thinks joyne Communies with the 
Eftabliſhed Church lauſal may be an #ccafienal 
Conſormiſt ; conſequently, may take an Employ- 
ment, if he can get it. None are excluded- but 
they who think Communion with an Epiſcopal 
Church Aviquity... Is it then fafe or prudent to 
open « Way for thoſe to come into Power,” who 
—— * ter think it Iniquity to grant a Tola- 
ration a = ; 


avowed... 1 


** 


Wedneſday 
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| next will be publiſh's, 
71 Ine about the Proper Time of applying ſor Repeal of rhe Core 
; jon 


eſt Act: b That No Time is proper. By the Right 

Father 7 ere mund Ln £ 1 Pigs: wy are 4d. 

The Advantages propoſed | ing ! amental Teſt? £5 ai/o, /ome Duc- 
1 thereto, By 1 be L 8. D. S. P. D. | VB 
be Prechyterians P e AQ, impariially 
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